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mens, procured by M. Harmand, enabled M. Oustalet to dis- 
tinguish the species from Jbis papillosa. These differences 
are pointed out, and the species referred to the genus Ge- 
ronticus under the name G. harmandi. Figures of these ap- 
parently fine novelties would be very acceptable. 


XLIV.— Leiters, Announcements, &c. 


The following letters, addressed ‘To the Editors of ‘The 
Ibis,’ ”’ have been received :— 


Sirs,—Permit me, in the cause of scientific exactness, to 
remark that the artist has coloured the crissum of Ægithina 
viridissima  (anted, pl. v.) green instead of bright yellow, 
and that he has made the subdued brown marks on the under 
surface of the rectrices of Prinia rafflesi (antea, pl. vi. f. 1) ter- 
minal instead of subterminal. 

Yours, &c., 
T'WEEDDALE. 
Chislehurst, July 7, 1877. 


Srrs,—In the April number of ‘Stray Feathers’ for this 
year (p. 57, note), Mr. Hume remarks that Horeites sericea, 
Walden (Blyth, B. Burma, no. 392), from the Karen hills, is 
uncommonly close to Phylloscopus pallidipes, Blanford (J. A. 
S. B. 1872, pt. ii. p. 162, t. vii. f. 1). Since describing H. 
sericea I have been able to compare it with Sikhim examples, 
marked P. pallidipes, Blanf.; and I find that the two birds 
are identical. The widely erroneous generic position assigned 
to his species by Mr. Blanford is my only excuse for being 
guilty of the offence of bestowing a fresh title on a previ- 
ously described and admittedly good species. Mr. Hume 
also observes (ż. c. p. 60) that Alcippe magnirostris, Walden, 
from the Karen hills (¢. c. no. 869) is A. phayrei, Blyth 
(J. A. S. B. 1845, p. 601). Mr. Blyth may have been in 
error when he identified (B. Burma, no. 368) A. phayrei with 
A. nipalensis; but I am unable for the moment to decide 


1 
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whether A. magnirostris is the same as the Arakan species, 
my collection being packed up. 

Besides several birds to which are given distinctive titles 
in this number, by Mr. Hume, “1f really new,’ or “if con- 
sidered distinct,’ &c., Aithopyga sanguinipectus, Walden 
(Ann. & Mag. N. H. ser. 4, xv. p. 400, 1875, & B. Burma, 
no. 494), receives the additional title of Æ. waldeni; and a 
bird well known to ornithologists, certainly to all those who 
consult the ordinary sources of reference before proceeding 
to give a new title, Turdus sibiricus, Pallas (1776), finds a 
place among the “if really new” novelties, and in its old 
age receives the title of Turdulus davisonit, Hume. Mr. 
Davison lately obtained it in Tenasserim, whence I also have 
received it from Mr. Limborg, labelled “ davisoni, Hume.” 
In March 1874, Mr. Wardlaw Ramsay found it in Karen-nee, 
as already mentioned by me (Blyth, B. Burma, no. 252) and 
by Mr. Dresser (in his ‘Birds of Europe’). In the last-named 
work it is well figured, as it had already been in Gould’s ‘Birds 
of Europe,’ and again in his ‘ Birds of Great Britain, as like- 
wise by Schlegel in the ‘ Fauna Japonica.” 

Yours, &c., 


‘TWEEDDALE. 
Chislehurst, July 17, 1877. 


S1rs,—In the July number of ‘The Ibis,’ in the remarks 
upon the first part of my monograph of the Bucerotide, now 
in course of publication, you object to the names in the ‘ Spe- 
cimen Faunule Indice,’ given in the ‘Indische Zoologie’ of 
Forster, because he was not the author, and ask if they must 
be necessarily adopted—or, to be absolutely correct, if Rhi- 
noplax vigil, the name given to the Helmeted Hornbill, must 
be accepted. It is true that Pennant is stated to be the 
author; and he may have produced an English version; but 
he never wrote a line of the work as we see it in Forsters 
edition; and I derive my authority for this statement from 
Pennant himself. In the second edition of his ‘Indian Zoo- 
logy,’ printed by Henry Hughs for Robert Faulder, London, 
1790, Pennant says that this “work, or rather fragment” 
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(‘Indische Zoologie’), “was begun in the year 1769. The 
descriptive part fell to my share: the expense of the plates 
was divided between Mr. Banks, now Sir Joseph Banks, 
Baronet: John Gideon Loten, Esq.; a governor in Ceylon ; 
and myself. Twelve only were engraved and published : soon 
after which, the undertaking appeared so arduous that the 
design was given over.” .... “I prevailed on my two friends 
to unite with me in presenting the learned Joun REINHOLD 
Forster with the plates. I also bestowed on him three others, 
engraven at my own expense, before the work was dropped. 
These were never published in England; but when Dr. Forster 
left our island, he took the whole with him, and in 1781 printed, 
at Halle, in Saxony, an edition very highly improved, and 
translated into Latin and German. He prefixed to it a most 
elaborate lucubration de Finibus et Indole Aéris, Soli, Ma- 
risque Indici; described the subjects of the three additional 
plates; and inserted, after the description of the fifteenth plate, 
a most learned dissertation on the genus of the Birps or Pa- 
RADISE, and on the Puanix. He added several notes; and 
at the end presented his readers with a Faunula of the qua- 
drupeds and birds of the extensive region of India and its 
Islands.” It will be observed that Pennant makes no claim 
whatever to be the author of this ‘ Specimen Faunule Indice,’ 
as published in Latin in the ‘Indische Zoologie ;’ and it can 
only be regarded as an act of courtesy on the an of Forster 
that Pennant’s name was inserted as author of this Larin list. 
The descriptive part mentioned by Pennant as his share, must 
have referred, if it was in this book at all as published by 
Forster, to the first portion ; for there is no “ descriptive part ” 
in the list of names of quadrupeds and birds. I cannot see, 
therefore, how it will be possible to reject this portion of the 
‘Indische Zoologie, when the rest, containing descriptions 
by Forster of various species, is accepted, “and his names 
have always been in use.” P. L. S. Müller is now, I believe, 
universally quoted for the species named by him; so is Bod-_ 
daert; and so also should be Forster ; and whenever an intel- 
hgible reference is given by him to the species he intends to 
characterize, it appears to me the name he bestows must be 
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received. A translation of Forster’s work, made by Dr. Aiken 
of Yarmouth, was reprinted and published in 1795, as stated 
by Pennant, to which was added the ‘ Faunula Indica’ of 
Latham and Davies. I think, therefore, we shall be obliged 
to accept Rhinoplax vigil as the only proper name for the 
Helmeted Hornbill, and also RAytidoceros plicatus for the 
Papuan Wreathed Hornbill, the synonymy of which was so 
clearly given by Lord Tweeddale in the July ‘Ibis.’ I have 
always considered, Messrs. Editors, and I think you will agree 
with. me, that it is the duty of one who writes a monograph, 
to state all the facts he may discover in regard to his subject, 
no matter what the effect may. be on its nomenclature (which 
may previously have been but imperfectly understood), or 
what preconceived opinions may be shown to be erroneous, 
and also to give to the original describer of a species, where- 
ever he may be found, after 1766, the credit due to his work 
and the priority which is his right; and it is to carry this out 
in all fairness that I have accepted Forster’s work (even if it 
be only a Latin or German translation of an unpublished 
English one) in its entirety as that of a thoroughly reliable 
and competent author, in the present instance to the dis- 
comfiture and confusion of Boddaert and Gmelin, who mis- 
takinglv supposed they enjoyed the precedence. 
I am, &c., 
D. G. Error. 
Paris, 10th July. 


[Pennant’s positive statement, as quoted by Mr. Elliot, 
that Forster was the author of the ‘ Faunula Indica,’ and 
Forster’s equally positive assertion that Pennant was its author, 
leave us, as far as our present information goes, in a position 
of complete uncertainty to, whom to ascribe this work—a posi- 
tion from which we have no wish to rescue ourselves. As 
regards the work itself, it is a fragmentary list, and intended 
as a prelude to a more formal memoir. Its scientific value 
is slight indeed, as it is merely a catalogue of names (not 
always binomial), none of which are accompanied by any de- 
scription and to many no references whatever are added. We 
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_ therefore see nothing to regret, but, on the contrary, cause for 
congratulation that the uncertainty of the authorship of this 
unfinished paper places it in the category of anonymous works, 
and renders it, in our opinion, unusable for purposes of no- 
menclature.—Epp. | 


Dresden, August 4, 1877. 
(R. Zoological Museum.) 

Sirs,—I described in the year 1874 (Sitz. Akad. Wien, 
lxix. p. 493) a new genus and species of Dicruride from New 
Guinea, Chetorhynchus papuensis. I then had overlooked a 
very characteristic large spot of white feathers on the edge 
of each shoulder ; also. Mr. Sharpe, who has described and 
figured the bird in his Catalogue (vol. 11. 1877, p. 242, pl. xii1.), 
does not mention these white spots. The reason why they 
have been overlooked by both of us is this, that they are con- 
cealed by the feathers of the mantle when the bird is looked 
at with closed wings. Butjust having had a specimen stuffed 
with the wings spread, the spots appeared, and could no 
longer be overlooked. I am anxious to publish this valuable 
specific character of Chetorhynchus papuensis, because I am 
afraid, if I do not, that the same bird will soon be redis- 
cribed under a new specific name. 

l Yours &c., 
A. B. Meyer. 


Northrepps Hall, Norwich. 
6th September 1877. 

Sirs,—Allow me to correct an error which I have inad- 
vertently made in the enumeration of the Transvaal birds 
recorded in ‘ The Ibis’ by Mr. Thomas Ayres. 

In ‘ The Ibis’ for 1876, p. 433, is the following sentence :— 
“ Mr. Ayres’s previous papers on the birds of Transvaal record 
152 species, vide Ibis, 1874, p. 107.” The latter part of the 
sentence ought to have run thus,—“ record 218 species, vise 
Ibis, 1874, p. 105.” 

As the result of this correction, the number of the last 
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species (Graculus africanus), recorded in the present volume 
of ‘The Ibis’ (antea, p. 354), should stand as 282, instead 
of 221. 
Yours &c., 
J. H. Gurney. 


Sirs,—There is a peculiar white stage of plumage in which 
the Glaucous Gull is not unfrequently found, which, while 
from time to time it has attracted a good deal of notice, has 
never received a satisfactory solution. It is a stage at which 
the bird is wholly white or, to speak more correctly, a very 
light cream-eolour. The idea that it is the garb of extreme 
old age is dismissed ; but there can be no doubt, I think, that 
it is a state which most Glaucous Gulls assume, and at no 
very juvenile time of their lives. Some time ago I saw at 
Bridlington a Glaucous Gull which was to me very inter- 
esting; for the mantle of grey was blotched with white in 
large patches, showing that it was passing from the white 
stage to the normal adult colour; at least so it seemed to me 
after examining it as well as I could through the glass of 
the case. ‘This bird had been kept alive, and, what was very 
remarkable about it, its eye was as white as a Jackdaw’s. 

If it be a law that the pure white phase of the Glaucous 
Gull is a phase which most individuals have to pass through, 
it is not unlikely that the same holds good of the Iceland Gull, 
a species so closely approximate that many good naturalists 
are puzzled to distinguish a large specimen of the one sort 
from a small one of the other. I have seen two pure white 
Iceland Gulls which, from their small size, I am sure were 
Icelanders, and not Glaucous Gulls. 

Yours &c., 


J. H. Gurney, Jun. 
Northrepps Cottage, Norwich. 


j 
June 23, 1877. 


Sirs,—During a recent visit to Malaga I saw two live 
Trumpeter Bullfinches (Hrythrospiza githaginca), both ap- 
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parently males, which had been caught by some birdcatchers 
in the neighbourhood, and luckily fell under the notice of 
Señor Francisco de los Rios, Curator of the Instituto at Ma- 
laga, to whom ornithologists are indebted for the know- 
ledge of the occurrence of several scarce birds in the vicinity 
of that city. 

I succeeded in securing these birds for Lord Lilford, and 
trust they may survive the passage home. 

I believe this North-African bird has not hitherto been 
recorded from Spain, and only in three or four doubtful in- 
stances from the European continent, although, according to 
Mr. Wright, it has been several times caught alive at Malta. 

Francisco de los Rios having met with so many rarities at 
and near Malaga, we may hope that other North-African 
stragglers will yet be noticed by him, as, constantly resident, 
he has every opportunity of observing them. 

Yours &c., 
L. Howarp Irpy. 


Bonapartes “ Lophorina respublica.”—In the new volume 
of his Catalogue of birds just issued Mr. Sharpe has transferred 
thename Lophorina respublica of Bonaparte(Compt. Rend. xxx. 
p. 181) from Diphyliedes wilsoni (to which it has been hitherto 
always referred) to the newly discovered Diphyllodes gulielmi- 
tertii, and has assigned to it precedence over the latter name. 
His reason for doing this is that D. guelielmi-tertii is the only 
species which answers Bonaparte’s diagnosis. But, as I have 
already stated (P. Z. S. 1857, p. 6), and as Bonaparte himself 
has confessed (Compt. Rend. xxxvii. p. 262, et Not. Orn. 
p. 54*), the name Lophorina respublica was founded upon the 
same individual specimen as the Paradisea wilsoni of Cassin ; 
‘and consequently these two terms cannot possibly be applied 
to two different species. 

The fact is, I believe, as I was informed upon the best autho- 
rity before I made the above-mentioned statement, that, the 
late Prince Bonaparte, having been allowed to examine the 

* This important reference appears to have escaped Mr. Sharpe’s notice 
altogether. 
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(then unique) type specimen in question, before its trans- 
mission to Philadelphia, thought the opportunity of describing 
a new Paradise-bird, and at the same time of promulgating 
his republican sympathies, too ‘good to be lost, and in spite 
of the injunctions of the owner of the specimen, inserted the 
name “respublica,” with a short diagnosis (certainly erro- 
neous, and probably drawn up from recollection), in a foot- 
note to a paper which he was at the time engaged upon for 
the ‘Comptes Rendus.’ It is certainly singular that another 
Paradise-bird should have been subsequently discovered that 
fits Bonaparte’s diagnosis; but that does not justify the trans-. 
ference of the name to a species for which it was not intended. 
Indeed, under any circumstances, Bonaparte’s Lophorina 
(sive Diphyllodes) respublica should be rejected for insufficient 
definition. It cannot be too often repeated that the term to 
be adopted as the permanent designation of a species should 
not be a subject of conjecture, or even of disputed evidence, 
but the first term that is certainly applicable to it*. Were 
this wholesome rule adhered to more strictly, we should cease 
to be perplexed by such startling changes in our ordinary 
nomenclature as have lately been suggested to us from several 


quarters. 
P. L. Scrater. 


In the 3rd number of ‘Der zoologische Garten’ for the 
present year (p. 213) Dr. F. Brüggemann gives a short account 
of a very fine new species of Polyplectron, recently discovered 
by Dr. G. Fischer in the interior of Borneo, which he proposed 
to call P. schleiermacheri. It is nearest to P. bicalcaratum, 
but, as we can testify from personal observation, very markedly 
distinct. Two skins of this fine new bird have been lately 
received by the Darmstadt Museum. When we think of this 
and Lobiophasis, it becomes evident that there is still much 
to be done by the naturalist in the interior of Borneo. 


* Cf. ‘Stricklandian Code of Zoological Nomenclature,’ sect. 11 (p. 15 
of edition of 1863). 


